decades: that between analytic and continental philosophy. The members of our Editorial Advisory Board hail from both traditions and several points in between, and no doubt each has his or her own take on the familiar analytic/continental rift. Perhaps the dominant fashion at present is to ridicule the divide as a "sociological" artifact having no connection with genuine philosophical issues. Here I must disagree. The prevalent cultural differences in the two schools are, in my view, not unconnected with an important question about the nature of philosophy itself. No less a figure than Franz Brentano rightly observed in the 1890s, not long before the analytic/continental division began in earnest, that philosophy has two distinct faces.1 One face resembles the natural sciences, with its cumulative accrual of truth through tenacious focus on tightly arranged research problems; the other more closely resembles the history of art, with its archipelagoes of major figures and their schools surrounded by periods of relative decline. Tell me which of these faces of philosophy you regard as the true one, and I will tell you whether you are an analytic or a continental philosopher.
But is it really obvious which of these models of philosophy is closer to the truth? It seems to me that there is a considerable trace of fact in both answers, but also something mutually exclusive about them. If this is the case, then it is unlikely that we will succeed in the project of "bridging" the two traditions through the mere act of each occasionally referring to the other: as in the various analytic appropriations of Hegel and Heidegger, or through continentally minded readings of Austin or Sellars. It is more probable that a new tradition will emerge that somehow combines the strengths of analytic and continental thought, rather than absorbing one into the other. How close we are to such an event remains a matter of conjecture, though it will hardly be attained by ambitious boasts about personal mastery of both traditions, or by simultaneous theories of poetry and transfinite mathematics. Given that any intellectual tradition ought in part to be looking beyond its own founding assumptions, I would invite readers and potential contributors to imagine not a combined analytic-continental philosophy, but one that is post-analytic and post-continental in an interesting sense.
Open Philosophy will publish one volume per calendar year. Each of the volumes will contain some topical issues, overseen by invited editors. Anyone with an idea for an issue theme is invited to make a proposal. In addition, each yearly volume will contain a number of standalone articles, selected on the basis of quality and variety. Open Philosophy is a peer-reviewed journal, and discriminates against no author for any reason.
I would like to close by noting the pivotal importance of the Managing Editor of the journal, Katarzyna Tempczyk, who has already made my job as Editor-in-Chief much easier than expected.
